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COMPANY’S RESPONSE TO MOTION TO COMPEL 

The original rebuttal filed by the Attorney General mistakenly utilized the case heading 

for the Kentucky Utilities Rate case, Case No. 2003-00434, meaning that document was filed of 

record in the wrong action. Therefore, the AG files this revised rebuttal utilizing the proper case 

style of the Louisville Gas and Electric case, Case No. 2003-00433. 

ARGUMENT: 

Louisville Gas and Electric Company is refusing to answer two data requests asked by 

the Attorney General based on its assertion that the document which identified the issue about 

which the requests are made is protected by attorney-client privilege and was inadvertently 

disclosed. Therefore, in what appears to be an argument similar to the “fruit of the poison tree” 

suppression theory in criminal law, LG&E argues that the document must be returned and any 

questions to which it gave rise must be left unanswered. 

In In re Grand Jurv Proceedings, 78 F3d 251, 254 (6‘h Cir. 1996), cited by LG&E in its 

memorandum in support of the suppression and return of the document and the cessation of any 
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